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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is responsive to communications: RCE filed 07/19/2005 to the original 
application filed 06/22/1999. 

2. Claims 1-47 are currently pending in this application. Claims 1, 17, and 30 have been 
amended. Claims 1,17 and 30 are independent claims. 

3. The rejection of claims 17 and 30 under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph has been 
withdrawn in view of the amendment. 

4. The rejection of claims 17 and 30 under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, first paragraph has been 
withdrawn in view of the amendment. 

Request Continuation for Examination 

5. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR LI 14, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this appHcation is 

* 

eUgible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 
1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been 
withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 07/19/2005 has 
been entered. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 



6. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 



Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or any new and useful 
improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and requirements of this title. 



7. Claims 1-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention, not tangibly 
embodied in a computer system for causing the computer to execute in a practical 
manner. 

8. Claims 17-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention, appearing 
to be comprised of software alone without claiming associated computer hardware 
required for execution, is not supported by either a specific and substantial asserted utility 
(i.e., transformation of data) or a well estabUshed utility (i.e., a practical application). 

Rejections - 35 USC §102 

9. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
, basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b),by another filed in the United States 
before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2)a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States 
before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a)shall have the effects for the purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international 
application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2)of such treaty in the English language; or " (Emphasis 
added.) 
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10. Claims 1-8, 10-25, 27-39, and 43-47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Parthasarathy et al. (U.S. 6,347,398, filed 10/1999, continuation of 
application No. 08/764,040, filed 12/1996). 



As to independent claim 17: 

Parthasarathy teaches a method of providing dynamic effects to an HTML document 
(provide dynamic or interactive multimedia components in HTML document; see 
Abstract), comprising the steps of: 

(i) encapsulating code in an external component that may affect a behavior of one or 
more elements, including elements of different documents (the Component Object 
Model ... specifies how objects within a single application or between 
applications allows the creation of objects of different formats; coL6, lines 24- 

(ii) inserting an element into a document (insert dynamic multimedia component ... 
into a HTML document; col. 1, line 60-col2, line 2); 

(iv) attaching a reference in the document to associate the element with an instance of 
the extemal component, such that another instance of the element may be 
referenced by a different docimient (see the discussion of ''one or more 
HTML<OBJECT> tags are embedded in a document beginning at coL9, line 
63) \ -and 

(iii) providing the document to a render (the document in a window ...the local 
computer s to the browser; colJ, lines 27-36). 
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As to dependent claim 18: 

Parthasarathy teaches providing the external component to the renderer (see the 
downloading software components discussion beginning at coL9, line 9), 
As to dependent claim 19: 

Parthasarathy teaches rendering a page image from the document (see the accessing 
objects discussion beginning at col. 5, line 36), accessing the extemal component (see the 
COM discussion beginning at col.6, line 24), and modifying a representation of the 
element based on the code in the extemal component (see the adding interactive or 
dynamic behavior discussion beginning at coL8, line JO). 
As to dependent claim 20, 

Parthasarathy teaches (page 6, lines 24-33) the extemal component is a COM object 
(COM), and wherein accessing the extemal component includes calling an interface of 
the COM object (a set of standard interfaces ... related functions through which a client 
application accesses the services). 
As to dependent claim 21: 

Parthasarathy teaches the changing the appearance thereof (see Abstract & coL2, lines 
18-31). 

As to dependent claim 22: 

Parthasarathy teaches the changing the location thereof (see Abstract & col. 8, lines col. 2, 
lines 18-31). 

As to dependent claim 23: 
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Parthasarathy teaches rendering a page image from the document (see the accessing 
objects discussion beginning at col 5, line 36), accessing the external component (see the 
COM discussion beginning at col6, line 24), and drawing information in the image based 
on the code in the extemal component (see the adding interactive or dynamic behavior 
discussion beginning at col 8, line 1 0). 
As to dependent claim 24: 

Parthasarathy teaches rendering a page image from the document is interleaved with 
drawing information in the image (col 5, lines 36-56). 
As to dependent claim 25: 

Parthasarathy teaches receiving an event indicative of user interaction with the image (a 
user to initiate any dynamic multimedia interactive ... input from a keyboard; col 2, lines 
5-34). 

As to dependent claim 27: 

Parthasarathy teaches the information associating the element with the extemal 
component is maintained in a custom tag (col 15, lines 14-47). 
As to dependent claim 28: 

Parthasarathy teaches the information associating the element with the extemal 
component is maintained in a class identifier (see the CLASSID discussion beginning at 
col 10, line 34). 
As to dependent claim 29: 

Parthasarathy teaches the reference associating the element with the extemal component 
is maintained inline with the element in the document (col 7, lines 37-65). 
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As to independent claim 30 : 

It is directed to a computer system for performing the method of claim 17, and is 
similarly rejected under the same rationale. Additionally, Parthasarathy further teaches 
modifying the behavior of elements, including elements of different docmnents (see the 
add interactive or dynamic behavior beginning at coL8, lines 10). 
As to independent claim 1 ; 

It is directed to a computer-readable medium for implementing the method of claim 17, 
and is similarly rejected under the same rationale. Additionally, Parthasarathy further 
teaches: 

a. rendering a page image corresponding to at least part of the document, the page 
image including a representation of the element (see the accessing objects 
discussion beginning at coL5, line 36)\ and 

b. accessing the external component for determining a behavior of the representation 
of the element rendered on the page image (see the COM and DOM discussion 
beginning at col 6, line 24), 

As to dependent claim 2: 

Parthasarathy teaches receiving an event, and wherein accessing the external component 
is performed in response to the event (col. 6, lines 25-43). 
As to dependent claims 3-5: 

They include the same limitations as in claims 21-23 above, and are similarly rejected 
under the same rationale. 
As to dependent claim 6: 



Application/Control Number: 09/316,897 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2176 

Parthasarathy teaches the external component comprises an object (an objects; col 5, 
lines 36-56), and wherein accessing the extemal component includes instantiating an 
instance of the object (coL5, lines 36-56). 
As to dependent claim 7: 

Parthasarathy teaches receiving a new document having another element thereon, the new 
document including information associating the other element with the extemal 
component (coL9, line 63- col 10, line 67), rendering a new page image corresponding to 
at least part of the document, the new page image including a representation of the other 
element (see the accessing objects discussion beginning at col 5, line 36), and accessing 
the extemal component for determining a behavior of the representation of the other 
element rendered on the page image (see the COM and DOM discussion beginning at 
col6, line 24). 
As to dependent claim 8: 

It includes the same limitations as in claim 20 above, and is similarly rejected under the 
same rationale. 

As to dependent claims 9-12: 

They include the same limitations as in claims 26-29 above, and are similarly rejected 
under the same rationale. 
As to dependent claim 13: 

Parthasarathy teaches the document includes another element having a representation 
thereof rendered in the page image, the document includes other information associating 
the other element with the extemal component (col9, line 63- col 10, line 67), and further 
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comprising, accessing the external component for determining a behavior of the 
representation of the other element (see the COM and DOM discussion beginning at 
coL6, line 24). 
As to dependent claim 14: 

Parthasarathy teaches the document includes information associating the element with a 
second external component (col.9, line 63- col. 10, line 67), and further comprising, 
accessing the second external component for determining a behavior of the representation 
of the element (see the COM and DOM discussion beginning at col. 6, line 24). 
As to dependent claim 15: 

Parthasarathy teaches resolving a conflict between the behavior determined by the 
extemal component and the behavior determined by the second extemal component 
(col8, lines 25-43). 
As to dependent claim 16: 

Parthasarathy teaches downloading the extemal component (downloaded software 
components; col9, lines 32-62). 
As to dependent claim 31: 

It includes the same limitations as in claim 25 above, and is similarly rejected under the 
same rationale. 
As to dependent claim 32: 

Parthasarathy teaches the renderer displays a representation of the element and modifies 
a behavior of the element by accessing the extemal component (see the adding 
interactive or dynamic behavior discussion beginning at coL8, line 10). 
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As to dependent claims 33-35: 

They include the same Hmitations as in claims 21-23 above, and are similarly rejected 
under the same rationale. 
As to dependent claim 36: 

Parthasarathy teaches the renderer calls the external component a plurality of times to 
draw information on the page image, and the renderer draws information on the page 
image between at least some of calls to the external component (col. 5, line 57-col6, line 
43), 

As to dependent claim 37: 

It includes the same limitations as in claim 6 above, and is similarly rejected under the 

same rationale. 

As to dependent claim 38: 

Parthasarathy teaches the extemal component comprises an object (an objects; col 5, 
lines 36-56), and wherein the rendered communicates with the object (col 5, lines 58-67), 
As to dependent claim 39: 

Parthasarathy teaches the render receives a new document having another element 
thereon that references the extemal component (col6, lines 24-43). 
As to dependent claim 43: 

It includes the same limitations as in claim 27 above, and is similarly rejected imder the 
same rationale. 

As to dependent claims 44-46: 
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They include the same Umitations as in claims 12-14 above, and are similarly rejected 
under the same rationale. 
As to dependent claim 47: 

Parthasarathy teaches the renderer accesses the extemal component to control the format 
of data input by a user (col6, lines 24-43), 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 



11. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this 
title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject 
matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors, hi considering patentability of the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner 
presumes that the subject matter of the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made 
absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention 
dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the 
applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 



12. Claims 9, 26, and 40-42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Parthasarathy et al. in view of Pacifici et al. (U.S. 6,230,171 - filed 08/1998). 



As to dependent claims 9 and 40: 

a. Parthasarathy teaches associating the element with the extemal component, but 
does not explicitly teach "the extemal component is maintained in a cascading 
style sheet." 
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b. Pacifici teaches the external component is maintained in a cascading style sheet 
(coL9, line 55-coL19, line 7), 

c. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to include the feature from Pacifici in the system of 
Parthasarathy because it would have provided the capability for forcing all such 
environment parameters such as font sizes, font typefaces, margin widths, and any 
other similar parameters that may affect the appearance of the HTML document. 

As to dependent claim 26: 

Refer to the discussion of claim 9 above for the external component is maintained in a 

cascading stylesheet. 

As to dependent claim 41: 

a. Parthasarathy does not exphcitly teach "the cascading style sheet is embedded in 
the document." 

b. Pacifici teaches the cascading style sheet is embedded in the document fe.g., 
dynamic HTML ... using a Cascading Style Sheet; coL9, line 47'CollO, line 7), 

c. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to include the feature from Pacifici in the system of 
Parthasarathy because it would have provided the capability for forcing all such 
environment parameters such as font sizes, font typefaces, margin widths, and any 
other similar parameters that may affect the appearance of the HTML document. 

As to dependent claim 42: 



Application/Control Number: 09/316.897 Page 13 

Art Unit: 2176 

a. Parthasarathy does not explicitly teach "the cascading style sheet is linked to the 
document." 

b. Pacifici teaches the cascading style sheet is linked to the document (coL6, lines 1- 
29), 

c. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to include the feature from Pacifici in the system of 
Parthasarathy because it would have provided the capability for forcing all such 
environment parameters such as font sizes, font typefaces, margin widths, and any 
other similar parameters that may affect the appearance of the HTML document. 

Response to Arguments 

13. AppHcant's arguments filed 07/19/2005 have been fiilly considered but are moot in view 
of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

14. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 
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15. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 

examiner should be directed to Maikhanh Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4093. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday from 9:00am - 5:30 
pm. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's 
supervisor. Heather Hemdon can be reached on (571) 272-4136. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-2 1 7-9 1 97 (toll-free). 
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